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1. This international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) is issued by the International Bureau on behalf of the 
International Searching Authority under Rule 44 his. 1(a). 

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 6 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

In the attached sheets, any reference to the written opinion of the International Searching Authority should be read as a reference 
to the international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) instead. 



3. This report. contains indications relating to the following items: 


^ Box No. T 


Basis of the report 


^| Box No. II 


Priority 


| | Box No. Til 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 


[~| Box No. IV 


Lack of unity of invention 


E><] Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 


|~| Box No. VI 


Certain documents cited 


| | Box No. Vn 


Certain defects in the international application 


| | Box No. Vm 


Certain observations on the international application 


4 The International Bureau will communicate this report to designated Offices in accordance with Rules 4Abis3{c) and 93bisA but 
not, except where the applicant makes an express request under Article 23(2), before the expiration ot 30 months trom the priority 
date (Rule 44bis .2). 
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This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis. 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority C1PEA") except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an Authority other 
than this one to be the 1PEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.1Ws(b» thai written opinions ol 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 
If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to submit to the IPEA a 
written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing of Form 
PCT/1S A/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
For further options, sec Form PCT/1SA/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/IS A/220. 
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Inlernational application No. 

PCT/EP2004/001962 



Box No. I Basis of this opinion 



Wilh regard 10 the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which it was 
Hied, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

| | This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

. which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under 

Rule 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

[ | a sequence listing 

[ | tablets) related to ihe sequence listing 

b. format of material 

| | in written formal 

| | in computer readable form - 

c. t i me of ti 1 i ng/furni shi ng 

P | eonlained in the international application as (lied. 

I | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| ] furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

f I In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tablets) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 

filed or does not go beyond the application as filed/as appropriate, were furnished. 

Additional comments: 
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Box No. II 



Priority 



[X| The following document has not yet been furnished: 

copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bis. I and 66.7(a)). 
[~ I translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43/»«. 1 and 66.7(b).). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has nevertheless been established on 
the assumption that the relevant date in the claimed priority date. 

I 1 This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact thai the priority claim has been found invalid 

' \ (Rules 43/>/\v. I and 64. h. Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international filing date indicated above is considered to be the 

relevant dale. 

Additional observations, if necessary: 
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International application No. 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(aKi) with regard to novelty, 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 


inventive step or industrial applicability: 


1. Statement 








Novelty (Nl c|ajms 


6, 7, 10-17 




YES 


Claims 


1-5, 8,9 




NO 


Inventive step (IS) C]ajms 






YES 


Claims 


1-17 




NO 


Industrial applicability (1A ) Claims 


1-17 




YES 


Claims 






NO 



Citations and explanations: 



Reference is made to the following documents: 

Dl: US-A-1 643 601 (DANIEL REEBE) 27 September 1927 
(1927-09-27) 

D2: US-A-2 186 718 (JOHN FERGUSON) 9 January 1940 (1940- 
01-09) 

D3: US-A-5 567 218 ( LAD I RAT CHRISTIAN ET AL) 22 October 
1996. (1996-10-22) ' 

D4: US-A-1 572 580 (CHRISTIE CHARLES H ET AL) 9 February 
1926 (1926-02-09) ' 

D5: KLEIN K ET AL "THERMOSELECT-VERGASUNG VON ABFALLEN 
UNTER ATMOSPHARENDRUCK ZUR ENERGIE- UND 
ROHSTOFFGEWINNUNG" VGB KRAFTWERKSTECHNIK, VGB 
KRAFTWERKSTECHNIK GMBH. ESSEN, DE v. 75, no. 6, 1 June 
1995.(1995-06-05), pages 529-533, XP000512003 ISSN: 
0372-5715 

D6: EP-A-0 976 806 (THERMOSELCT AG) 2 February 2000 
(2000-02-02) 

The application does not meet the requirements of PCT 
Article 33(1) because the subject matter of claims 1-5, 
7-9 is not novel under Article 33(2). 

Dl discloses a melting furnace (1) with a melt discharge 
(7) having- a cooling device (8,10,11), whereby an 

instrument (19) with an internal cooling mechanism 
(20,21) is provided. The edge (22) of the instrument (19) 

can be used to remove pegs and can be actuated by a drive 
(37,38). Thus at least the features of claims 1-5 and 9 

are anticipated by Dl . 

The application does not meet the requirements of PCT 
Article 33(1) because the subject matter of claims 6,7 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability: 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

and 10-17 does not involve an inventive step under 
Article 33(3). 

The dependent claims do not include any features which, 
in combination with any claim to which they refer back, 
meet the PCT requirements for novelty and inventive step. 
Dependent claim 7 concerns a minor structural 
modification of the subject matter of claim 1 of the k'ind 
a person skilled in the art routinely makes on the basis 
of familiar considerations, especially since the 
resulting advantages are readily foreseeable. 

Method claims 12-17 relate merely to the utilization of 
the instrument according to claim 1 for. removing pegs. 
Such utilization is of the kind which a person skilled in 
the art routinely chooses on the basis of familiar 
considerations, especially since the resulting advantages 
are readily" foreseeable. 
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